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~ 	UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHIN.GTON, D.C. 20460 

APR I 1 1990 
MEMQRAHD 	 oPFICC oP 

. 	 PESTICIOlS AND TOXIC 3U83TANCEB 

SUBJECT: Tebuthiuron Grazing Restriction, EPA Reg. No. 62719-121; 
Record No. 259632; DEB No. 6349 

FROM: 	Christine L. Olinger, Chemist

G~ Special Registration Section I 
Dietary Exposure Branch ~ Health Effects Division (H7509C) 

THRU: 	Andrew Rathman, Section Head 
Special Registration Section I 
Dietary Exposure Branch 
Health Effects Division (H7509C) 

TO: 	Robert Taylor, PM-25 
Herbicide-Fungicide Branch 
Registration Division (H7505C) 

The Registration Division has requested comment on the 
practicality of a one year grazing restriction for the use of 
tebuthiuron on rangeland. DowElanco has submitted letters from six 
"experts" supporting the continuation of the grazing restriction 
on the labels of Spike 20P and Spike 40P. 

A Registration Standard has been issued for tebuthiuron dated 
February 2, 1987. The standard recommended removing the grazing 
restriction from the existing label because a grazing restriction 
is impractical on open rangeland. Elanco has responded in 
conferences and submissions to the Agency that such a restriction 
is reasonable. In a memo of conference (N. Dodd 12/6/88) DEB 
indicated that Elanco should document grazing practices before the 
Agency can consider the practicality of grazing restrictions for 
rangeland. In a later submission (N. Dodd 2/9/89) Elanco stated 
that rangelands are fenced so such a restriction is feasible. DEB 
responded that there is no assurance that all rangelands are fenced 
so such a restriction is not practical. At another conference (N. 
Dodd 3/16/89) Elanco stated that they intend to submit statements 
from experts supporting their assertion that grazing is controlled. 

For the present consideration, DowElanco has submitted letters 
from the following people addressing the practicality of the 
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existing one year grazing restriction of rangeland treated with 
tebuthiuron: 

Ronald Sosebee, Professor, Department of Range and Wildlife 
Management, Coilege of Agricultural Sciences, Texas Tech 
University 

W.R. Snyder, Director of Range Management, USDA, Forest 
3ervice, Southwestern Region 

Randall Hall, Director of Range and Watershed Management, 
USDA, Forest Service, Intermountain Region 

Marlene E. Premier, Acting Chief, Division of Rangeland 
Resources, Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land 
Management 

Tommy Welch, Extension Range Brush and Weed Control 
Specialist, Texas Agricultural Extension Service, Texas A&M 
University 

E. Lamar Smith, Chairman Range Resources, College of 
Agriculture, University of Arizona 

A11 of the letters submitted stated that grazing restrictions are 
practiced as part of range management after treatment by chemical, 
burning, or other means. Grazing is prevented by fencing, natural 
barriers, water control, or herding. 

DEB Comments 

It has been DEB's position on tebuthiuron and other chemicals 
that grazing restrictions on open rangeland are impractical. While 
some control can be exercised in many areas, it cannot be 
guaranteed that all ranchers or farmers will construct fences or 
devise other means to restrict grazing within an area. Accordingly 
DEB maintains this position for tebuthiuron that the grazing 
restriction on open rangeland is impractical. 

cc: CLOlinger (DEB), Circulate (7), Reg. Std. File, RF, SF, 
RDSchmitt, C. Furlow (PIB/FOD) 

H7509C:DEB:CLOlinger:clo:CM#2:Rm 803C:557-1406: 4/11/30 
RDI: ARRathman: 4/10/90 	RALoranger: 4/10/90 
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